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RESPONSE TO NOTIFICATION OF NON-COMPLIANT APPEAL BRIEF 

The Appeal Brief filed October 7, 2008 was found to be defective for failing to list the 
same rejections as those set forth by the examiner in the final office action. Although Applicants 
only request that the rejections stated on page 1 1 of the Appeal Brief filed October 7, 2008 be 
reviewed by the Board, the other rejections set forth by the examiner in the final Office action 
are listed in the supplemental section filed herewith to comply with the Notification of Non- 
Compliant Appeal Brief. Only the section that was found to be defective is included. 
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Grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal 

Claims 1-6 and 9-13 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 5,625,526 to Watanabe et al. ("Watanabe") in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,670,066 
to Barnes et al. ("Barnes"), U.S. Patent No. 6,815,646 to Ito et al. ("Ito"), U.S. Patent No. 
5,589,003 to Zhao et al. ("Zhao") and U.S. Patent No. 6,164,633 to Mulligan et al. ("Mulligan"). 

Claims 7 and 8 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 5,625,526 to Watanabe et al. ("Watanabe") in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,670,066 to 
Barnes et al. ("Barnes"), U.S. Patent No. 6,815,646 to Ito et al. ("Ito"), U.S. Patent No. 
5,589,003 to Zhao et al. ("Zhao") and U.S. Patent No. 6,164,633 to Mulligan et al. ("Mulligan") 
and further in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 2002/0179246 to Garabedian et al. 
("Garabedian") and U.S. Patent Application No. 2003/0198005 to Sago ("Sago"). 
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It is believed that the preceding replacement section satisfies the deficiencies stated in the 
Notification of Non-Compliant Appeal Brief mailed October 28, 2008. No fees are believed to 
be due with this submission. 

Respectfully submitted, 
PEARNE & GORDON LLP 



By: /Una L. Lauricia/ 

Una L. Lauricia - Reg. No. 48998 

1801 East 9 th Street 
Suite 1200 

Cleveland, Ohio 44114-3108 
(216) 579-1700 

Date: November 28, 2008 
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